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Built upon the foundation of the AaposTLEs and PROPHETS, Jesus Christ 
himself being the foundation corner stone.—Ephes. ii. 20. 

Shutup, O Daniel, the words and seal the book to the time of the end; ma- 
ny shall run to and fro, and knowledge shall be increased. * * * Many 
shall be purified and’made white, and tried, but the wicked shall do wicked- 
ly; but none of tié wicked shall understand; but the wise shall under- 
stand.— Dan. xii, 4, 10. 


En — —— _ 


THE REIGN OF LAW. 


A law is a rule of action. Without law there can be no 
order. The absence of order is disorder; and where disorder 
is, there confusion reigns. Law regards the moral, as well as 
the material universe. It has respect to persons, communities 
of persons, and to things. Law implies a lawgiver, and a le- 
gislator subordinates, as the subjects of legislation. No being 
or thing within the range of human conception, is above law. 
Even God is subject to his own laws. So that from the mite 
to the elephant, from the grain of sand to the mountain, and 
from these to Jehovah, every thing acknowledges law. A de- 
viation from law is the result either of God’s own intervention, 
or of rebellion to his authority. Whatever aberration cannot 
be traced to a Divine Command, though not mentally preme- 
ditated, is rebellion im deed, because contrary to the rule of ac- 
tion he has set forth. It is not intention but action which con- 
stitutes rebellion; hence it is, that man isto be judged ‘accord- 
ing to his works, whether they shall be good or evil, in agree- 
ment or disagreement, with that rule of action which God has 
given him for his moral governance. How far intention may 
mitigate the rebellion of one, who had voluntarily submitted 
to God’s moral government, made known through the Law of 
Faith, it is not for us to say; but this we are taught, that inten- 
tion cannot supersede the necessity of obedience; and obedi- 
ence will alone entitle us to his favorable regards. 

Law framed with a regard to possibility 1s benign; the con- 
trary, is the tyranny of a despot. All God’s laws are enacted 
with a due regard to the possibility of their observance; and 
they are so constructed, as toadapt themselves to the capacity 
of every animate and inanimate object upon which they are 
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imposed. What wisdom must that Great Being possess, who 
can adapt laws to the natures and qualities of every component 
of his boundless empire! How beneficent is God! And yet, 
what a tyrant would some make him, who announce him as 
giving laws to man, which he knew he could not obey! 

Law, it will be observed, may be either physical or moral. 
Physical law regards mere matter; moral ie has respect to 
intellect exclusively. Obedience to physical law is physical 
action; obedience to moral law is moral action. The subjects 
of physical law are as manifold as the objects of nature; and, 
therefore, it applies to every thing which exists, either in rela- 
tion to the globe we inhabit, or to the countless worlds, revolv-. 
ing through the immensity of space. The subjects of moral 
law are all rational intelligences; known to us as angels and 
men—as angels, orinhabitants of surrounding globes—as men, 
or those of this nether world. Of moral law, as applicable to 
the citizens of other orbs, we are ignorant; all we know is, that 
the basis or principles of this law in relation to them are the 
immutable attributes of Jehovah made known to us, as the ba- 
sis of his legislation to mankind. Of the moral law as appli- 
cable to the citizens of earth, we may be well informed, if we 
take the trouble to examine the bible—the statute book of God 
in relation to us—with only half the diligence and circumspec- 
tion customary among men in the analysis and digest of the 
laws of nations. 

Man is said to be a compound being; that is, a being com- 
posed of an immortal soul, and a mortal body. The former 
is said to inhabit the latter, as the kernel inhabits a shell. This 
composition is said to distinguish him from the inferior ani- 
mals. In what part of the bible such doctrine is taught I am 
entirely ingnorant. Itis for those whomaintain itto show. I 
prefer to say, that man is the perfection of animal organization, 
as it now exists, under the preliminary arrangements of time. 
He is a being susceptible of moral obligations, because capable 
of the obedience of moral faw. This susceptibility the “ani- 
mul man” is alone capable of; and this, because his organiza- 
tion is more perfect than that of brutes. Hence, then, he is 
the only being onthe earth, whom God has placed under moral 
law. This law regards him as a gregarious being; and there- 
fore notifies to him, how God expects him to demean himself 
in relation to his companions. But it also regards him as a 
created, and therefore dependent, being—as a being, unlike the 
brutes who are subordinated to man, owing no aflerience but 
to him by whom he exists. 

Man’s moral actions, then, are all resolvable into two rela- 
tions—into his duty to God, and his duty to his neighbor. 
Every “animal man,” therefore, who fulfils these relations ac- 
ceptably to God, that is, as approved by the moral law, written 
in the book of God, will be rewarded, at a time appointed, with 
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a life that never ends. Thus in obeying God, and doing good 
to his neighbor, he is in fact substantially benefitting himself; 
an observation entirely in accordance with holy writ, which 
says—“he who looks narrowly into the perfect law of liberty, 
and continues, he not becoming a forgetful hearer, but adoer 
of its work, (or required obedience,) shall, in so doing, be 


happy.” 

Mens animal race has been the subject of legislative enact- 
ments for 400 years. God’s moral law has not all been made 
known, in its details, at one and the same time. Its basis, as 
we have said, has been unchangeable; the developments, how- 
ever, of the principles, constituting that basis, have varied, 
Hence man has been placed under a Patriarchal, and a portion 
of his race under a Jewish, anda Christian development of 
moral law. One development yet remains, which, like the pa- 
triarchal, will relate to the whole race of man, This develop- 
ment will last 1000 years, and has, therefore, been termed the 
MILLeniuM. 

All these developments may be found in the bible. To hear 
and do, have been characteristic of all their requirements. It 
is the same God, who has enacted them all. He will as rigid- 
ly require obedience to the Law of Christ, as to the law of 
Moses; for they are both only two chapters of the same Book 
of Laws. Jntention did not protect a man from death under 
the Law of Moses; nor will it under the Law of Christ. Take 
the case of Uzzah, 2 Sam. vi. 6, 7, by way of illustration. Nay, 
but says Paul—tf the word spoken by messengers (the Law 
of Moses) was firm, and every transgression and disobedi- 
ence received a just retribution, how shall we (christians) es- 
cape if we neglect so great salvation?” —T he very fact, then, 
of an uncompromising obedience, to the very letter and spirit, 
being required under the Law of Moses, which was an institu- 
tion subordinate to the Christian, ought to be an argument with 
us for greater sedulousness, and conformity to the Law of 
Christ. It is often urged that God will not be so strict with us, 
as with the Jews—but who told these objectors so? It is true, 
we are undera milder system; that is, we have not a burden- 
some ritual to observe asthey had. Butthis does not effect the 
question. It bears upon one case only to show, that we are 
less excusable than the Jews; fewer observances being re- 
quired of us than of them. What is required of us, however, 
will be as rigidly expected; and our delinquences, if unre- 
formed, will be visited with a more awful chastisement than 
theirs: for, if the disobedience of Moses’ Law was punished by 
death, a continued and unreformed transgression of the Laws 
of Christ will be recompensed by a “seconp death” which will 
eternally endure. — 

That all the varieties of the human race upon earth have, 
at some time or other, been placed under one of the develop- 
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ments of God’s moral law, is demonstrable from the fact, that 
all nations have an idea of God, of right and wrong, of virtue 
and vice, &c., among them; although, indeed, these ideas have 
been sadly perverted from their original distinctiveness and pu- 
rity. Still the ideas are among them, and must have been 
communicated, seeing that man can combine, analyse and 
compare ideas, but cannot originate them; being born into the 
world idealess, and ignorant of every thing antecedent to obser- 
vation. 

When we recognize the truth, that “order is Heaven’s first 
faw”—and with this as our chart, compass and polar star, cir- 
cumnavigate the globe, visiting the nations thereof, and observ- 
ing their political, commercial and ecclesiastical institutions 
in their workings among the people— how odious must be the 
‘confusion worse confounded’ in the sight of the pure eyes of 
the God of order and of peace! But when we visit the Insti- 
tution of Jesus Christ, who was obedient to death, even the 
death of the cross—of Jesus, whose meat it was to do the 
will of him that sent him—-I say, when we visit his Institution 
which he caused to be established for the grand end of making 
order reign triumphant over this province of God’s universal 
Monarechy—when we see this in a state of confusion, of dis- 

raceful disorder; where, where, I say, shall we look for peace, 
for holiness, for purity amidst the turmoil of the world?) Where 
shall we find the proof—the practical demonstration—that God’s 
moral law exists among men? If God be the God of order, 
what estimation must he hold that society in, which calls itself 
by the name of Christ, and denies in practice those laws, which 
in theory it professes to obey? We say that such a communi- 
ty must be like putrid fish in a stinking river (Exod. vil. 18)— 
most offensive in the nostrils of Jehovah! 

These observations have been suggested to us by reading a 
well-conceived article, in many respects, on “Church Discip- 
line,” in the last number but one of the “GosprL ApvocaTeE,” 
from the pen of brother B. F. Hall. The subject of which he 
treats isone of vastimportance. A church may have the most 
perfect theory of the gospel and christian religion, that can be 
deduced from the sacred scriptures; yea though it speak with 
the languages of men and of angels, have the gift of prophecy, 
know all secrets, and all knee tidal: and have all faith, so as 
to remove mountains, but have not that love to God, which is 
developed by obedience to his laws, it is nothing: its acquire- 
ments are mere sounding brass, or a noisy cymbal. The laws 
of Jesus Christ must be tmplicitly obeyed; for sooner or later, 
he will make them victorious. They must be as authoritative 


with the members of reforming communities as the Laws of 
Virginia or Kentucky are, with the best and most enlightened 
friends of order and true liberty in those States, I say, they 
must be more so; forif the laws of these States require us to 
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do that which the Laws of Christ condemns, we must not obey; 
for it is a part of the Law of Heaven to obey God rather than 
men. Human, must never be brought into competition with 
Divine Law. It is better to suffer death than to sin against 
God; for he that loses his life, shall gain it if he suffer for such 
a principle. The principle of the Christian Institution is Mo- 
narchical. No Republicanism must be introduced there. Re- 
publicanism is excellent in its place; but it is disorganizing and 
demoralizing when mixed up with the Discipline of the Church. 
The Laws of Jesus are absolute; and the vete of majorities 
cannot annul, suspend, or set them aside. The Church is the 
appointee, the Elders are the paternal magistrates, the Laws 
are Supreme, and King Jesus only reigns in that community, 
. where his laws are implicitly obeyed. The victory of law 
must first be celebrated in the Institution of Christ, before the 
nations can be expected to obey it. The following ts an ex- 
tract from brother Hall’s article. 





From the Gospel Advocate. 
“CHURCH DISCIPLINE.” 


Ey: Transgressions of the law of Christ are of two kinds, being 
{: either pub/ic or private; and differ in degree, being either ve- 
nial or capital. In the writings of the Evangelists and apos- 

Hi tles of Christ, there is information given concerning every spe- 

: cies of crime, and upon each I will make some observations. 

' 1 Trespasses or private offences are committed against an 
individual member, such as fraud or extortion, or over-reach- 
ing a brotherin a contract. It may be done by concealing the 
truth or s/aling a falsehood. Our Lord, in Math. xviii. 15-17, 
gives instructions concerning the course to be pursued by the 
injured or aggrieved brother, in such cases. “If your brother 
trespass against you, go and expostulate with him, when you 
and he arealone together, &c.” 

How different 1s the conduct of most professors. When one 
considers himself aggrieved, his first step is to give publicity 
to the difficulty, and excite as much prejudice as_ possible 
against the offender. 

Injuries may be done to the person, reputation or property 
of an individual. The word ¢respass has more immediate re- 
ference to the last, but may, I think, without violence, be ap- 
plied to the other two. Then the phrase, “if he hear you,” 
is tobe understood according tothe natureand extent oftheinjury. 

If the injury be done to the property, the phrase “hear you” 
implies the making up the amount of loss sustained, or the 
compensating the brother for the injury done his property, ora 
restitution of the property fraudulently taken. If the injury 
be done to the reputation by calumny or detraction, it im- 
plies the removing as far as possible, the false impressions 


eq made concerning the injured brother. If the —? be 
é - 
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done to the person, we are to understand the phrase, “hear 
you” as an acknowledgment, and as far as possible, a repara- 
tion of the injury done. 

“If he refuse to hear you”’—if he refuse to restore the pro- 
perty fraudulently taken, to correct the slanderous report he put 
in circulation, or to acknowledge his error for the injury he has 
done your person, why then take with you one or two brethren 
to expostulate with him, and in case of his obstinaey, to be 
witnesses before the church, where it is nextto be taken. Let 
the church* say what he shall do, and if he refuse to comply 
with the decision of the church, then what? callin helps? take 
it to the conference? to the Presbytery? or to the association? 
No: from the decision of the church, there is no appeal toa 
higher tribunal on earth. The church is the supreme ecclesi- 
astical court. Its decision is final. 

2. Public offences.—T his class includes all violations of the 
law of Christ, thatare not embraced under the former division; 
and we may say them also, when committed in a way to offend 
or injure the feelings of the church, or to wound the cause of 
christianity. I say, trespasses may become public offences, 
when committed in an open, unconcealed manner, or when by 
the additional mprepriety of the offender, or by a wrong step 
of the injured party, publicity is given to the transgression. 
But under this denomination, are more especially included fla- 
grant violations of the law of Christ, sucb as drunkenness, 
murder, theft, &c. 

All crimes are either rental or capital. By venial crimes, I 
mean those which are pardonable on professions of repentance. 
This class the Apostle mentions in Gal. vi, 1, called, being 
“overtaken ina fault,” or surprised into it. We can readily 
conceive that the best man may, in the sudden moment of 
strong temptation—in the hour of unguarded attack—in the 
flutter and trepidation of unexpected alarm, be surprised into 
almost any sin; and when satisfactory evidence is given that 
suclris the ease, the brethen should, on his reformation, re- 
store such a one in the spirit of meekness. 

There is a great difference, if I may so express myself, be- 
tween a man’s being overtaken ina fault and his overtaking it, 
or running unguardedly into the practice of evil. If an indivi- 
dual have in fact been overtaken, he will carefully avoid the 
snare. He will mark the place; he will turn from itand fleeaway. 


—_ 





* There is, I apprehend, but one way in which the church 
can examine witnesses, speak, and decide upon matters brought 
before it, namely, by its Eldership; composed of brethren 
rig. S00 qualifications required by the Apostle, constituted 
its authority by the whole or the major part; and ruling, in all 
good conscience, according to the Laws of Jesus and his Apos- 
tles. Ep. Ap. Ap. 








Id! 


There are two circumstances which may be regarded as 
pretty good evidence, that the individual was overtaken. bh 
He will generally embrace the earliest opportunity 10 confess 
his crime, even without being waited on by the Elders of the 
congregation. 2. He is very certain not to be guilty of the of- 
fence a second time. 

No violation of the law of Christ should be overlooked, or 
passed by unnoticed—no offence is to be considered so trivial 
as to, be connived at or excused, or forgiven without evidence 
of reformation. 

In his first epistle to the Corinthians, the apostle Paul gives 
a list of what I have denominated capital crimes. They are 
such as merit excision, or separation from the body of Christ. 
Pardon or exclusion is mentioned as the end of discipline. 
Suspension, as practised by some, is unauthorized in the scrip- 
tures. 

Letus hear the apostle on the subject of flagrant crimes, or 
heinous offences. He is speaking of incest. 

“In the name (by the authority) of our Lord Jesus Christ, 
when you (the church of God in Corinth,) come together.” 

We are informed elsewhere, that it was their custom to come 
together on the first day of the week. 

“Deliver this person up to satan.”| What I understand by 


—— 


t‘ To deliver up to satan, is a singular, but remarkably ex- 
pressive phrase. It signifies te inflict bodily disease upon a 
person. This will appear from the following considerations. 
1. The introduction of disease and death into the world is re- 
ferable to the transgression of the Projenitors of our race at 
the instigation of Satan. The aneient Hebrews, who were 
very little versed in the study of natural philosophy, and not 
much accustomed to recur to physical causes, and consult phy- 
sicians when they were sick, imputed their diseases generally 
to evil spirits, the executioners of divine vengeance. Lepro- 
sies, which were so common among the Jews, were treated as 
diseases sent by God; hence the priests and not physicians, 
were the persons who judged of the nature and qualities of 
this evil, shut up the diseased, and declared they were healed, 
or had their leprosy upon them; and after their recovery they 
offered sacrifices as it were, to expiate for their faults. 2. In 
the New Testament the cause of many diseases is attributed 
to Satan; andas aconsequence of sin. There the daughter of 
Abraham who had had an issue of blood, is said to have been 
bound by itof Satan for eighteen years. ‘This hemorrhage is 
also called a spirit of “Aas” i. e, a sore disease inflicted by 
the Evil Spirit through sin. The phraseology of Jesus is re- 





markable in this respect. He often connected disease, sin, and 
Satan as cause and effect. “Behold” says he to the man dis- 
eased 38 years, “you are cured; sin nomore, lest something (or 
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delivering the transgressor wp fo sa/an, is this: (the observa- 
tions of McKnight and others, notwithstanding.) There are 
but two kingdoms, that of Jesus Christ and that of the Devil. 
If an individual be excluded from the kingdom of Christ, he 





some disease) worse befal you.” Again, “his disciples asked 
him, saying, Rabbi, who sinned; this man or his parents, that 
he was born blind?” And whenever Christ, or his Apostles 
had a mind to cure the diseased, they began with casting out 
the devils; and the cure immediately followed. Paul attributes 
the death and diseases of many of the Corinthian disciples to 
their communicating unworthily—“for this cause many are 
week and sickly among you, and many sleep;” i. e. are dead. 
He also ascribes the infirmities with which he was afflicted to 
an evil messenger—"there was given me a thorn in the flesh, 
the messenger of Satan, to buffet me.” There are a great 
number of diseases, or Satanic inflictions, recorded in Scripture, 
which were sent by God in the way of punishment for sin. 
“To be delivered to Satan,” then, is to be buffetted or punished 
with disease, and sometimes to suffer death. We have apos- 
tolic examples of the delivery up of persons to Satan asa 
punishment for sin. The first that oceurs after Pentecost 
is the case of Ananias and Sapphira, for lying to God. Peter 
and John, &c., who were Elders and Pillars in the church, deli- 
vered such persons up to Satan irremedially,as grand examples 
of the power they possessed of punishing evil-dvers, as well as 
of rewarding them that do well, by alleviating their corporeal 
frailties. Another case was that of Elymasthe Magician, by 
Paul in the presence of Sergius Paulus. He also tells us in 
his first letter to Timothy, that he had delivered Hymeneus 
and Alexander up to Satan, that they might be taught by chas- 
tisement, not to blasplieme. Having then ascertained the 
meaning of this phrase, we pass on to consider the exercise of 
this power in the primitive congregations. And here I would 
observe, that during the age of spiritual gifts, the Discipline of 
the Church involved in it the issues of life and death: a fact 
which speaks volumes as to the estimation in which discipline 
is held by the Great Head of the Mystical Body. “Not by 
speech but by power is the Kingdom ot God established.” 
The Corinthian congregation came behind in no gift; hence 
it possessed the power of inflicting disease as well as of curing 
it; that offenders might be taught not to defame, &c. These 
are termed “powers” and “gifts of healing;” and follow in or- 
der after Apostles, prophets and teachers. “To each” (of the 
Eldership, I take it; for they were given “for the adapting of 
these saints to the work of the service, for the building up of 
the body of Christ”)—to each the Holy Spirit distributed his 
proper gifts as he pleased. In this congregation, then, con- 
stituted with a powerful, not a mere nominal, eldership, a case 
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goes into thatof satan. I am strengthened in this view by the 
13th verse, where the idea is expressed by putting from among 
them that wicked person. By the Fn we are to understand 
the appetites, the inclinations, the desires of the flesh. 





of incest occurred. This was communicated, as it would ap 
pear, by some of the family of Chloe, to the Apostle. It would 
also seem, to the aggravation of the Apostle’s grief, that a par- 
ty had arisen in favor of the criminal, for some of them, in- 
stead of bewailing the offence, were puffed up, and endeavored 
to prevent his separation. This party, however, appears to 
have been a factious minority only of the congregation; for, in 
the second letter, he contrasts “a part of you” with “the ma- 
jority” or the many, who, upon receiving Paul’s first letter, ex- 
pressed great indignation at the offence, clearing of themselves, 
and sorrow; a sorrow, in which the Apostle rejoiced, because 
it produced reformation, by an expurgation of the leaven from 
among them that they might become a new lump. In this 
state of things, twelve months before he wrote the second let- 
ter, he determined to put their allegiance to him as the Apostle 
of Jesus Christ to the Gentiles, to the test; for, in addition to 
the case of the incestuous persons, h's apostleship had been 
questioned by certain among them who were puffed up on ac- 
count of favorite teachers. “For this end also I wrote, that I 
might know the proof of you, whether you be obedient in all 
things.” He therefore sent them an order, commanding them 
to “deliver this very person up to Satan for the destruction of 
the flesh, that the spirit might be saved in the day of the Lord 
Jesus;” that they were “not to associate, not even to eat, with 
such a character”—“therefore,” says he “put away from among 
yourselves the wicked person.” Notwithstanding their divi- 
sions, a majority (and the majority constitutes the church in 
fact) adhered to the Apostle, and did his bidding. They as 
sembled, and, at their meeting, and by the sanction of their 
presence, “in the name, or by the authority of the Lord Jesus 
Christ, with the power (of infliction) of the Lord Jesus Christ,” 
in the hands of them of the Eldership, to whom the Holy 
Spirit had distributed “powers,” they delivered the incestuous 
person up as a prey toa disease, by which his flesh was con- 
sumed. The disease appears to have been lingering; for, in 
the letter a year after, he exhorts them “to forgive and comfort 
him, lest he should be swallowed up by excessive grief.” The 
most effectual way of doing this was by curing the disease, 
and so releasing him from the bondage of Satan. But how 
was this done? Weshallconsult another apostle that we ma 

be instructed. “Is any one,” says James, “sick among you?’ 

Let him send for the elders of the congregation, and let them 
pray over him, having anointed him with oil in the name of 
the Lord, And the prayer of faith will save (or heal) the sick 
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But incest is not the only capital offence. The apostle men- 
tions several others, in v. 11—fornication, coveteousness, idola- 
try, railing, drunkenness, extortion. In Gal. v. 19, 21, he gives 
a longer catalogue—fornication, uncleanness, lasciviousness, 





person, and so the Lord will raise himup; and if he has com- 
mitted sins, they shall be forgiven him.” There were some 
cases, however, in which they were forbidden to pray; for John 
says, “this is the confidence we have with him (the Son of 
God,) thatif we ask any thing according to his will, he hearkens 
tous. And if we know that he hearkens to us concerning 
whatever we ask, we know that we shall obtain the petitions 
which we have asked fromhim. If any one see his brother 
sinning a sin, (i. e. transgressing some Jaw,) not to death (i. e. 
not punishable with death,) let him ask, and he (the Son of 
God) will grant to him life (i. e. he will not punish him with a 
fatal disease) for those who sin not to death. There is a sin 
to death (i. e. punishable with death.) I donot say concerning 
it, that you should ask. All unrighteousness is sin: but there 
is a sin, not to death.” I Ep. v. 14-17. 

It is obvious, then, from what has been advanced, and from 
things as they exist, that life and death were, but are not now 
in hands of the Eldership; because the Gifts of the Spirit are 
not now imparted to them asanciently. It is clear, however, 
that whatever power the Eldership may have possessed was, 
as it ought to be now, as a terror to evil doers and a praise to 
them that do well. All responsibility resides with them who 
are in authority; where there is no power, there is no responsi- 
bility in relation thereto. The Eldership, under the sanction 
of a majority of the church cannot now deliver a person up to 
Satan for the destruction of the fiesh; and God forbid that they 
should possess such a power unless it were accompanied by 
other gifts of the spirit to regulate it. But that Church is re- 
sponsible to God, and fearfully so too, if itthrows obstacles in 
the way of its Eldership in the attempt to purge out the old 
leaven that it may be a new lump. No practice can be a cor- 
rect one that prevents the fulfilment of an apostolic com- 
mand. 

Some imagine that to deliver a person over to Satan is to 
turn him out of the Kingdom. This cannot possibly be the 
fact; unless it can be shown, that there is another way of en- 
tering the Kingdom besides by “being born of water and the 
spirit.” The excluding a person from the congregation does 
not, therefore, exclude him from the Kingdom. None but God 
could appoint the way of entrance; none but God can cast out. 
By way of illustration; a Spaniard may become an American 
citizen according to law; he may forfeit his rights, privileges, 
and immunities by crime, and so become the tenant of a gaol: 
but no power, save that which made the law of naturalization, 
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sorcery, enmities, strifes, emulations,wraths, brawlings, factions, 
sects, envyings, murders, intoxications, revellings and such 
like; and adds, that they “who practice such things, shall not 
inherit the kingdom of God.” | 

Jesus Christ has vested the subjects of his kingdom, with 
judicial authority, and they are required as in all secular courts, 
to be governed by law and testimony, in all matters which 
come beforethem. Suppose a congregation of Christ properly 
organized, and in all things obeying the King. Let acase of 
discipline come before them—how do they act? The presi- 
dent for the day takes the chair. The members of the church 
sitas jurors. The charge, accusation or indictment is pre- 





can make him analien again. ‘The law may put him to death; 
but without a new or special enactment, he dies a citizen, 
though a vile one. The incestuous Corinthian citizen of hea- 
ven was excluded ; but he was received again. Was he na- 
turalized, then denaturalized, and afterwards naturalized again? 
Exclusion from the Body of Christ declares unfitness for 
Christian fellowship, and deprives of the privileges of God’s 
House—which are “all spiritual blessings in heavenly places 
in Christ Jesus”—one of the heaviest calamities that can befal 
aman this side of the grave. Ep. Ap. Ap. 


t One of the greatest of the errors of past ages has been that 
of assimilating the Church of Jesus Christ to a court of eccle- 
siastical Law. Hence all those odious Institutions of iniqui- 
ty, the Inquisition, Star Chambers, Bishops’ Courts, General 
Assemblies, Synods, Presbyteries, Conferences, and Monthly 
Church Meetings. or ecclesiastical debating Societies, as they 
ought rather to be called. The Church of Jesus Christ is not 
a Court of Law, in which indictments are to be tried, witnesses 
subpenaed, defences, and special pleadings to be made, juries 
to give verdicts, &c., &c. with a display of all those exciting 
circumstances which generally accompanies such proceedings 
to the serious disquietude of all devout worshippers. The 
Church of Jesus Christ on the contrary, is a family of God’s 
adopted sons and daughters. The individuals of its Eldership 
stand to them in the relation of parents, who have begotten 
many of them to Christ by the gospel. They are to rule with 
the authority of magistrates indeed, hut with the solicitude and 
disposition of parents. As a good father would rule his fami- 
ly, so ought the elders to rule the family of God. This seems 
to be Paul’s view when he says that “the Bishop must be one 
who rules well his own house, having his children in subjec- 
tion to him with all gravity; for if one know not how to govern 
his own house, how shall he take care of the congregation of 
God?”—To convert the church into a jury—a French Press 
Jyury—voting by majorities, is to open the door to all kinds of 
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sented in writing to the president. He reads it in the hearing 
of all concerned. The witnesses are called for, and depose. 
The accused, if disposed, makes his defence. (It is always 
to be wished that the accused should be present; if on due no- 
tice he should not, his absence will not stop the process.) 
The only question the church has to determine is, whether 
from the testimony, they believe the accused is guilty of the 
charge alleged. ‘The law of the King specifies the punish- 
ment. The President pronounces the sentence according to 
the decision of the church. That is, if the crime be capital, 
he is excluded. Noone has a right to say he shall not be ez- 

elled. tis not the province of a jury to say a man shall not 

e hanged, when they have decided according to law and testi- 
mony, that he is pre’ Se of murder in the first degree. So the 
church only determines concerning the innocence or guilt of an 
phar member. The president pronounces the sentence of 
the law. 

This is a wise provision. It prevents the interference of all 
partialities, and at once obviates all difficulties that might ap- 
pear. 

Nothing is more necessary in a christian congregation, than 
the enforcement of discipline. It is beneficial both to delin- 
quents and the wholechurch. “Those who sin,” says an apos- 
tle, “rebuke before all, that the others also may be afraid.” 
I Tim. v. 20, The church cannot be kept united and pure, 
without promptness and decision upon the part of the Elder- 
ship, in relation to discipline and all other matters. No case 
should be permitted to pass unnoticed one Lord’s day, if it can 
possibly be attended to. Difficulties will multiply in number, 


and increase in magnitude, as long as such cases are neglected. 
B. F. HALL. 


THE EDITORS OF THE GOSPEL ADVOCATE. 


In our last number was this paragraph concerning these 
Brethren—“In the case before me, I know not who it is that 
strikes. I cannot believe, unless upon strong testimony, that 
brethren Johnson & Hall, the Editors of the Gospel Advocate, 





disorder and corruption. In numerous, nay, in this age of the 
apostacy, nearly all the majorities of existing churches may be 
made up of novices and cold-hearted professors, who could 
vote out all the virtue in the Kingdom. If the majority of a 
church be corrupt, how on the popular system, is such a body 
to purge out the old leaven that it may be a new lump? The 


power of the majority is scripturally vested in the Eldership, 
which shows the imperative necessity of a scriptural selection 
of Elders; and condemns the common practice of choosing a 
brother foran Elder because forsooth he can —_ as nye 

p. Ap. Ap. 





could be so ————, as to be guilty of such a thing; 
still, however, tll “gt! publish the writer’s name, I can 
do no less than hold them responsible for the sentiments 
set forth by Mr. Plain Dealing in their paper.” After 
this was put to press, I received the following letter from bro- 
ther J.T’. Johnson, disclaiming any participation in the publi- 
cation of “Plain Dealing’s” false and slanderous attack upon 
me. I doubt not, before the issue of our next paper, we shall 
have equal pleasure in receiving from brother Hall his diclaim- 
er too; till then, the responsibility before God and man rests 
with him. No Editor, however influential, gifted or revered, is 
at liberty to publish attacks upon brethren founded upon mere 
report. This is not the first or second time that I have been 
the object of a kind of scribbleo-fulmination, more dangerous 
indeed tothe little thunderers than hurtfultome. I would ad- 
vise my brethren of the quill, if they will condescend to take 
advice from ‘‘a youth,” to communicate with me privately and 
learn from myself, if the charge they hold against me be true 
or not. If thev would do this before they publish me to the 
brotherhood and the world, as a “scandalizer of this reforma- 
tion,” an “infidel,” or as “unfit for christian society,” &c., &c.. 
&c., they would save me some trouble, and themselves no lit- 
tle discredit. Ep. Ap. Ap. 


Georce Town, Oct. 4th, 1836. 


My dear brother Thoinas : 

I now make amends for my negligence, and send you five 
dollars for the 5 Nos. of the Ap. Ad., which you will credit. 
{ have brother Scott with me. What an amiable christian he 
is! Noble soul! We have just returned from Leesburg, a 
three days’ meeting. We had a most glorious refreshing. 
Bro. John A. Gaud was with us. Nine made confession for 
immersion, and several others united with the congregation. 
We have had most delightful times near and in Richmond. 
Ky., where we are going again in a day ortwo. Upwards of 
fifty have united with us there in the course of a few weeks. 
During the spring and summer, near about 300 have united 
with us about Warsaw, Ghent, and New Liberty, Ky. 

Now I desire to say that the Gos. Advocate is published in 
Lexington, 11 miles + and Ihave had no inspection of the 
matter to go into it for many months. I disapprove of the 
piece in reference to yourself, by whosoever published or writ- 
ten. 1 have for you the kindest feelings, and hope ever to 
cherish them. 

I do not know whether the other subscribers desire to con- 
tinue another year. At all events, I shall. 

May the Lord bless, protect, and smile upon you. 

Most affectionately, 
: J. T. JOHNSON. 
G 
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SEEING AND cco, +’ ~ "hai sated EYES OR 
LARS. 


Jamestown, Oct. 4th, 1836. 
Brother Thomas: 

Bro. Campbell has been a little severe on what he calls your 
“materialism,” but his design was good. He supposed that 
what you wrote would give the adversary an opportunity of 
charging that heresy upon this reformation, and prevent men 
from hearing; therefore, his love and zeal for the prosperity and 
spread of the doctrines taught by this reformation, induced him 
io censure you, and charge “materialism” and “*Sadduceeism” 
upon you. 

We may all believe as did the Pharisees, that there are spirits 
and angels, and that the dead will raise; yet we may differ 
about these things. I for one suppose that the resurrection of the 
dead does not simply mean a resurrection of the spirits of the 
dead, abstract from their bodies ; nor do I think it means a re- 
surrection of their bodies, abstract from their spirits. Iam 
simple enough to think that the whole man will be raised from 
the dead. ‘lherefore, when one has been thus resurrected, I 
am not willing that heshould be considered nothing more than 
a naked spirit, nor a body without a spirit. While he remains 
dead, his body is destitute of spirit; but before he dies, and af- 
ter he is brought back to life again, his body and spirit are so 
closely connected as to make but one. We know thatthe body 
cannot act without the spirit, but whether the spirit can act 
without the body or not, is a different question, and hard to be 
decided. Those who suppose it does not act without the body, 
are called “materialists” or “Sadducees”; while those who sup- 
pose it acts by itself without the body, 1 suppose should be 
ealled, “Pharisees.” The seeing or hearing of spirits that 
have neither substance nor form, is a little beyond my kez. 
When spirits speak by men, I can hear and understand them; 
and when they appear in the shape of men, with heads, and 
arms, and legs, &e., then [ think it probab!e thatI could see 
them. If any have been seen or heard by men, abstract from 
bodies, | am willing to acknowledge that those who saw and 
heard them, had the senses of seeing and hearing more perfect 
than | have. This is all I have to say about the matter. 


As ever, yours, M. WINANS. 


DIALOGUE WITH “FATHER GOODAL.” 


Secundus. Lam happy, “Father Goodal,” in finding you at 
home, and so well engaged in your books. What is the sub- 
ject of study ? , 

Father Goodal. As usual, dear “Secundus,” I am perusing 
the testimony—the law of my Lord; for, as Ladvance in years, 
the more do I love it, and the less taste I have for the specula- 
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tions and opinions of men. Opinions may be true or false, and 
I find that while we diligently seek to prove or disprove opini- 
ons, we might, by improving that precious time, be growing in 
knowledge ‘and heav erly mindedness. How does religion pro- 
gress with you ? 

Secundus. In some parts of the country, the churches are 
doing pretty well} in others, not so well. But in all places, 
they “do well, who — what they have done, and what they 
are doing, i. e. they who know that Jesus Christ is the son of 
God, the Saviour of sinners, and who have obeyed his com- 
mandments, and who continue to keep his commandments. 
But, “Father Goodal,” | understand you and several others 
were in company at “Mr. Paynees,” lately, at which time you 
were criticising the “Apostolic Advocate.” Was it so? 

Father Goodal. O, yes, we spenta very agreeable time, 
indeed. The Editor of ‘the “Apostolic Advoc ate” must be a 
singularman. Mr. Reed read some extracts from his second 
volume, which gave me quite an unfavorable idea of the work. 
Are you pers rsonally ¢ acquainted with him, Se cundus? 

Secundus. 1 am, and can assure you that he is a worthy 
brother. That there is an unfortunate stiffness in his writings 
Iam well aware; and that he does not varnish his periods is 
most evident; and that he writes candidly and openly, all must 
allow; and I am willing to acknowledge, that some things he 
has written imprudently, and some erroneously. And what - 
fallible author is free from errors and imprudences? 

Father Goodal. 1 know of none. But dear brother, the 
spirit with which he writes is soextremely bitter, that [ am 
sure he has no occasion to expect any good to result from it. 
He might speak the truth—the whole truth, and nothing but the 
truth, ‘and still convince the people at least, that he loved 
them. I see no reason for all these hard s sayings. 

Secundus. Neither do I. But the truth is made up of hard 
sayings to those who despise God and his government; and 
when a man is bold enough to lay the testimony before such 
people, they are apt tothink ill of the man as if he was dealing 
out his own spirit, or his own wishes, as if, because he told them 
the truth, he did not wish them well. I know that all this 
brother says and does, is done with the best wishes for the peo- 
ple. 

Father Goodal. 1 know that truth is often very severe. lL 
recollect, when the Christian Baptist was first published, the 
cry was, it was too severe, too sarcastic; that its Editor had a 
bad spirit. Few, very few, among the sects, would allow that 
he was achristian, because he so unceremoniously condemned 
what these great,and good, and learned men deemed so sacred. 
They could not think any man a christian who would call in- 
fant baptism their “little Idol,” and their creeds and confes- 
sions “sources of discord” and pregnant with every evil! Who 
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would endeavor to ridicule their idea of the “work of the Holy 
Spirit” in regeneration, &c. 

Secundus. I recollect the time very well; but the moon has 
been waxing and waning since then, and as long as sun and 
moon endure changes will take place. The sects now begin 
to say, that what they predicted is coming to pass; that he 
would see the error of his way. For his main offence was his 
want of charity for the unimmersed; but since, he has begunto 
lampoon Bro. Thomas so lustily on this very account, they 
take it for granted he has repented; and his change being so 
very evident, they do not even ask for a public recantation. 

Father Goodal. Do not suffer prejudice to enter your bo- 
som, Secundus. The Editor of that work has not changed his 
views eitherof the sects or the truth; but he has witnessed 
with sorrow the impudent rallies of a few pugnaceous spirits 
who have disgusted their hearers by their witty performances. 
A man can please a few people by his jests and sarcastic say- 
ings; but while he amuses a few, he injures the many. And 
besides, a preacher’s theme should be salvation: glad tidings of 
great joy; preachers are advocates or pleaders, and the hearers 
fill the station of judges or jurors, to decide according to evi- 
dence. 

Secundus. I thank you for the word of caution you have 
given me. But let me say it would take a good deal to preju- 
dice me against that beloved brother. I know him and have 
seen him at his own home, and have often wished that his ac- 
cusers could witness his personal devotion, his meekness and 
simplicity. I go for “principles, not men,” and | endeavor to 
close my eyes and hold the balances, so that I may do justice- 
to all, ©, how hard the task! If man is not partial to others,, 
he is too often to himself. O, Lord, may thy servants do right.. 
Your last remarks have suggested many thoughts to my mind. 
It is not the province of an advocate to pass sentence, but of 
the judges. His is to plead, reason, and present the evidence; 
theirs is to decide, and to pass sentence according to that deci- 
sion, 

Father Goodal. I feel some curiosity to know something 
more of the Editor of the Advocate. Have you heard him 
preach lately? 

Secundus. Yes, we have been at two large meetings to- 
gether this summer, and I can assure you he did not then 
preach as if he had been taking lessons in a school where they 
teach their pupils to “stand in a solemn attitude of heroic de- 
fiance; and with a triumphant air hold up on the point of their 
metaphysical swords, the ghasts of mighty chiefs untimely 
slain.” Awa for the judgment when the imagination takes the 
sway.) No, Father Goodall, he preached the word in an hum- 
ble and unassuming manner; however, [ must be careful, for I 
recollect seeing a very curious remark in the last Harbinger— 
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one indeed I never expected to have seen there, and is as fol- 
lows: “in which he unceremoniously contradicted some of my 
own sayings.” Mark it if you please, “some of my own say-: 
ings.’ 

Father Goodal. Be careful now, or you will not do justice 
to the writer. Youcan, | am aware draw a conclusion unfa- 
vorable to the Editor by emphacising on the wrong word or 
phrase. For instance, emphacise on the word “contradicted,” 
and it would appear as if he thought it presumption for any one 
to do so; but lay the stress upon the word “unceremoniously,” 
and the Editor only takes exceptions to the manner in which it 
was done. Besides, it is evident, that the novel sentiments of 
the Advocate furnish our opponents With a new series of ob- 
jections to the reformation; and therefore, as brother Campbell 
says, he is determined to wipe off from the escutcheons of this 
reformation all show of countenance of these new doctrines. 

Secundus. tis always bestto judge in love, and then (till 
we know be iter) we shall alway: judge favorable. I wish you 
would ask him, when youseé him, whether that was his mean- 
ing. If it was, I shall be much “gratified, as well as many 
others. I am uot so well pleased either, with what you last 

told me, ‘“‘wipe off from the eseutcheons ‘of this reformation.’ 
Why is it so, that the Editor can, when he pleases, “wipe off” 
what he does not like. Iam entirely mistaken in the character 
of this reformation Hf one, one hundred, or one thousand men 
eancontrol it. It has no sectarian confederation of powers 
which concentrate in one, nor one hundred men. Indeed, 
strictly spea king, it is wrong to suppose a general body; when 
we consider that all the churches are inde pendent one of ano- 
ther. Many churches, and one master, (Jesus) not one church 
and many masters. Love and sympathy we have for all the 
various bodies; but there is not one general territory or pastur 
age for all who bear the name “reformers.” I wish, for the 
enemy's sa ke, he had not wriiten that, Jest they should say h: 
acts and talks like a leader. 

Father Gocdal. Hehas many times to adopt the “common- 
lingo,’ as our Richmond brother ms The people consider 
him the founder of the reformation, and therefore, they hold 
him responsible for all the doctrines advanc ed. - So when they 
want to become acquainted with our views, they ask him if we 
hold that infants and idiots will be annihilated; whether man 
has no more soul than a horse, (and you know if the soul isthe 
blood he has not so much,) whe ‘therhe dies at death, body, soul 
and spirit, &e., &c. All I suppose he meant was, just to let 
them know that those unprofitable spec ulations did not make a 
part of our characteristic views. I like the idea you suggested 
about the churches. Allthe churches have the same Lord, but 
no human leader. 

Secundus. We have spent the evening almost, and have 
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not conversed about what we were upon when I was here be- 
fore; but as it is now late, I propose that we defer any remarks 
on those subjects until we meet again. 

Father Goodal. Why, it is a hard matter to refrain from 
talking about that which is in every body’s mouth. I hope 
nothing serious will grow out of this controversy. Although 
| always remarked it, that brethren are remarkably tender as 
to what their brethren think and say aboutthem. And it very 
often causes many disputes to slumber. 

Secundus. Youare right. Wherever I go] am asked what 
[ think about the contruversy. Some ask me if [ do not think 
brother Campbell is right; and others, brother Thomas. And 
some think the reformation will come to naught in consequence 
of it. But I tell them, sometimes.one is right, and sometimes 
the other, and vice versa—that the best way is, not to take sides 
but let them dispute until they are tired. And as to the refor- 
mation coming to naught in consequence of their controversy, 
it is impossible it should if it is built upon the Apostles and 
Prophets. 1 have no doubt that many will take offence at it, 
being tired of the yoke of Christ. Irecommend ail to the good 
word, and to hear what the brethren have to say, and to judge 
without partiality. 

Father Goodal. Party spirit is the ruin of genuine christi- 
anity,and I dotrust that these brethren wiil not go too far in con- 
troverting one another’s opinions. [hope the Editor of the Ac- 
voeate will see the propriety of turning from those unprofita- 
ble speculations, and in all love and sincerity preach the truth 
as it is in Jesus. 

Secundus. He, no doubt, will; indeed I have it from good 
authority, thatt hose questions, about which so much noise has 
been made, were only proposed to set the brethren to reading 
and reflecting: Lot to be salen as “a new theory of man” atall, 
or as “dogmatas concerning man.” And besides, Father 
Goodal, he is amenable to his readers and to the Lord for what 
he writes, and not to any other Editor or teacher in the world. 
It is true his written sentiments are public property, and any 
one may review them; but he who reviews them should suffer 
him (if he wishes it) to make his defence, whether right or 
wrong. However, it is now quite late. I bid you a respectful 
adieu. JAMES HENSHALL. 

Sept. 16th, 1836. 


THE SATIRIST. 
Demas Anthropareskos to the Advocate wisheth health. 


The cry all over the earth is, “Reform! Reform!” It is the 
most universal hue of the day; for it echces through every na- 
tion of the world. It is fashionable—it is popular; and there- 
fore, lama “Reformer” too. Now, this is certainly a good rea- 








163 


son; for, “what all the world says, must be true.” I dare say,, 
the call for “reform” in the religious world is necessary in the 
estimation of many ardent, and ‘well-meaning persons; though, 
I candidly confess, I’m not so thoroughly convinced of it as 
they; and I'll just whisper into your ear the reason—reform- 
ers themselves acknowledge, that people who are not reform- 
ers 20 lo heaven; and among these people, nota few Pagans, 
Mahommedans, ‘and of the sects called christian, if they act 
according to the light they have! Now, ithas occurred to me, 
if men and women can go to heaven without being reformed 
with areformer’s reformation, why disturb the world by such a 
ceasless agitation? No doubt the earth is ina bad state, being 
filled with licentiousness, violence and discord; but then it has 
been so through all ages; and yet “millions of h: ippy spirits are 
in glory now.” Vm not blind to its deformity; but I think, my 
dear Advocate, you make it worse than it is. Why do you, in 
the impetuosity of your “youth” cut and slash as ani do? I 
know myriads of sectariaus who are as honest and industrious 
asreformers. The applause of the honest world prove their 
honesty, and the neatness and comfort of their possessions 
their industricus habits; the only difference is in their opinions; 
and even this is of no great consequence, if they are on ly sin- 
cere. Do not, therefore, be so “severe;” you are too “san- 
guine”: the world isin a far bettet state than you're aware of, in 
the 19th century—pray don’t then, ‘for mercy’s sake, cut so 
sorely’! If what you believe be really true, as true as eternal 
truth, you must not declare it; unless indeed you are prepare dl 
for reproach on account of “hitterness, ” Sarcasm,” “personali- 
ty,” “severity,” “want of a christian spirit,” &e., ub +h we, in 
common with our sectarian “brethren,” shall not bet tardy in in- 
i upon you. O! if you did but know how you shock 
y poor nerves attimes! ‘You forget that I was born at Chari- 
ss Hall, Orthodox County, Babylon. Your scrutiny is too 
rigid, when you set about unveiling the sins of this generation, 
or as you unpolitely term them, “the abominations of the 
earth.’ When you go on atthis work, I almost think at times, 
you’re aiming your shafts at me. Now, although I’ma reform- 
er, I’m a moderate one; and would not therefore, have you re- 
form too closely. It’s inexpedient; the people will be scared; 
our numbers will fall off; we Shall become unpopular; there- 
IAS ‘itwilldoharm”! It’s true, Jehovah commanded Isaiah 
“cry aloud; spare not: like a trumpet lift up your voice: 
eal declare unto my people their transgression; and to the 
house of Jacob their sin,”—and there was much sarcasm, i. e. 
keen reproach, taunt, in his conclamation too, it’s also unde- 
niable, that Paul says, “the Cretans are liars, evil wild beasts, 
lazy bodies;” on account of which, he orders Titus to “rebuke 
them sharply, that they may be healthy i in the faith;” and it 
cannot be denied, but that he was very sarcastic in his address, 
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and some may think cruel to one who endeavored to “pervert 
the right ways of the Lord” in the presence of Sergius Pau- 
lus, calling him a “child of the Devil; enemy of all righteous- 
ness, &e,’ but then the Jews were very coarse and stubborn 
people; and the Cretans, luxurious Greeks; and Elymas, a ma- 
gician; and Paul an Apostle: now we are christians, and 
though, perhaps, slothful, barren and unfruitful enough, not 
Jews nor Cretans; and though it may be true that we “pervert 
the right ways of the Lord” a good deal; yet we are not magi- 
cians; and then Paul was an Apostle and you are not; besides, 
their nerves, like their stomachs, were not so delicate as ours; 
neither were they so polished. W e, too, are ladies and gentle- 
men, more accustomed to good breeding, and better acquainted 
with the maxims and hawt ton of the beau monde; you are not, 
therefore, to address us as if we were a nation of barbarous and 
apostate Jews. I cry you mercy then, and beseech you to spare 
usa little; for, though God meant what he said to Cretans, 
Greeks and Jews, he is not so strict now; therefore you ought 
not to be so strict neither ! 

There’s quite a hue and cry against you in these parts. I 
know this does not detract from a man’s reputation in the sight 
of God; for a great hue andecry was raised against Cbrist and 
his Apostles throughout the Empire of Rome, i. e. of Satan. 
| know, too, that nothing will starta hue and cry against aman 
so soon as his taking a firm and bold stand for truth; because it 
is the inherent disposition of the world to love darkness rather 
than light, because their deeds are evil; any one then, who will 
have the hardihood to unmask its own deformity to the world’s 
eye, must lay his account with “hues and cries,” and its most 
cordial detestation. “The world hates them who are notof the 
world, even as Jesus is not of the world;” “in the world you 
will have tribulation°—“‘if you were of the world, the world 
would love you.” All this | know, but then, my dear Advocate 
have you yet counted the cost of bearding the world? Doyou 
not know, that it is by the world you live, and are permitted to 
move, and exist, while you ungratefully belabor it with sarcasm, 
and reproof? How reckless of you then, to castigate the vices 
of a body, without whose sufirages you must perish! Now 
this body, which you call the church of Antichris t, has, in its 
wisdom, chosen to appoint a class of its members or citizen 
divided and subdivided into orders and subaltern ranks, as be. 
riers of the dead, christeners of infants, solemnizers of mar- 
riages, readers of prayers, preachers of sermons, agents for so- 
cieties, collectors of charities, conductors of fasts, chaplains of 
legislators, navies, armies, hospitals and penitentiaries, weekly 
orators, administrators of “the sacramen nt,” absolvers of sin, 
door-keepers of purgatory, teachers of theology, choralists, ru- 
ralists and pluralists—they are, it is confessed, a numerous and 
formidable host in all countries; very meek, amiable, mild, in- 
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telligent, lamb-like, learned, humane, unblameable, irreprove- 
able and philanthropical; especially in Spain, Portugal, Ire- 
land, &c—all this may be true; and yet you have, in the face 
of the world, whom they serve, the unblushing effrontery to 
say, that they are not the “successors of the Apostles,” but 
that they are the “transformed ministers of Satan” spoken of 
by Paul. Nay you have the audacity even to denounce these 
“great and good men” by name; so that your readers shall be 
under no mistake concerning whom you speak. You may be 
very correct in saying, that they “pervert the right ways of the 
Lord,” and bring the christian institution into contempt by their 
practice—but then, do you not know, that they are the men of 
the sovereign people’s choice; that the people, by whom you 
live, move, and exist, as already affirmed, have called, qualified, 
and chosen them, to teach smooth things, and to cry, peace! 
peace!—that they are in great repute with their own body; in 
whose esteem, they are the very pink of propriety and christian 
perfection, in all they do and teach? They are the people’s 
prophets, their own anointed ones; see, therefore, that you do 
them no harm; nor mention their names, but with humility, 
veneration and respect!—I grant you, indeed, that Paul was 
personal. He mentioned the names of Phygellus and Hermo- 
genes, whose ingratitude he has handed down for the execra- 
tion of posterity; of Hymeneus and Alexander, whom he deli- 
vered to Satan for theirimpiety; of Philetus, the knowledge of 
whose heresy he has perpetuated; and of Demas, my namesake,. 
whose worldly mindedness he has recorded—but then these 
were not the gods of the people; they were nothing more than. 
poor, foolish, “laymen” suchas you and I; therefore, they form 
no preeedentforyou. I tell you, you must in nowise mention 
the names of the “gentlemenof thecloth.’ Although, by their 
perversion of the truth, “the way of truth may be evil spoken 
of;” personify them at your peril; for they are “Reverend Di- 
vines;” at least, so the people call them, and so they claim to 
be. Besides, to individualize them, is a violation of the cus- 
toms of the world, and therefore, should not be done; at all 
events, the people think so; and “the voice of the people” be- 
ing “the voice of God,” their opinion must be deferred to, for 
the sake of charity, popularity, and peace! 

Again, there is a charge against you of doing “harm.” You 
may not know exactly, what is meant, in these parts, by the 
phrase “do harm;” I will, therefore, define it for you. To DO 


HARM, is to prove that my opinions are unfounded; that my 
faith is credulity and my practice unscriptural. It is to insist 
on the truth; especially if the recognition of that truth should 
nullify my theory and convict me of inconsistency. It is to 
waintain the truth, if that should make me unpopular; itis to 
be too strict, too rigidly apostolical, if that apostolicity should 
thin our ranks, and not add multitudes, to. my denomination. 
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To do harm, I grant is a relative term, and depends very much 
for its definition upon the standard of doing good. To do 
harm, in the estimation of a Catholic, would be to do good in 
the estimation of a Baptist; and to do good in that of a Bap- 
tist, would be to do harm in that of Christ and his Apostles. 
But I define it, according to its acceptation at Charity Hall. To 
be candid with you,I really think, that they are the most afraid 
of others doing harm, who know least about doing good them- 
selves. ‘l'his, however, is an item, not to be proclaimed from 
the house top, lest we should be said to do much harm, i. e. 
speak the truth too plainly; and so become obnoxious to the 
charge of lording it over “God’s heritage!” 

Now, you act upon a principle calculated, it is thought, to do 
harm. You say ‘a little reformation in govermental affairs, is 
better than none; but that moderate reform, will go for nothing 
at the great day; especially, as there are fewer obstacles toa 
complete, radical, and thorough reformation now than there 
were in the times of the Apostles. Now, my dear Advocate, 
youand I are at issue here. I am for moderate reform; and you 
for a radical reformation, and nothing less than an uncompro- 
mising return to first principles and practices. Really, I think 
your object is utopian! Why nothing but an absolute disorgani- 
zation of religious society can effect what you propose; for my 
own part, expect only a moderate reform this side of heaven. 
Indeed, where is the urgency of any thingnow? Are there not 
Christians in all sects; is it not on all hands agreed that there 
are as many ways to heaven as there are christian sects; and 
where is the reformer quixotic enough to avow, whatever he 
may believe, that there is but one “straight gate and narrow 
way,” and that there’are but few who go in thereat—that this 
is the only way and no other? All that can be effected bya 
reformation is, to procure a union of all Christians among the 
sects! The times of the Apostles were barbarous; but now 
the world is more polished, civilized, enlightened; reformation 
to them was more necessary, and the Apostolical Reformations 
more suitable thanto us. Men now don’t need so much refor- 
mation. The Apostolic Reformation was too personal, too 
rigid, too bluff, too severe. A reformation destitute of these at- 
tributes, and having more of the milk of human kindness, 
would be far better adapted to the polished society, and to the 
spirit of the age. T'alk then about the odiousness of vice as 
much as you please; but be careful how you particularize it; 
never attempt to point it out, lest you should hurt some one’s 
(and perhaps a brother’s) feelings. We go for numbers; if 
then you would pull with us, you must go for numbers too. 
The quantity and not the quality of the converts must be the 
object of your concern. Pray give up that crude, old-fashioned 
notion of yours, that five intelligent disciples are of more effi- 
ciency aid value to the Christian Institution, than 500 of the. 
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vernacular caste. What matters increasing in wisdom and 
knowledge of the scriptures, if we don’t increase in numbers; 
we shall never get popular in that way. And what’s a system 
of religion w orth that has’nt the hallelugahs of the people? 
Think of these things, and do’nt take such high ground as you 
are accustomed to. It wo’nt do; besides in searching our foun- 
dation, you may come too near; and it’s very dangerous to dig 
too near foundations, every one says; and what every one says 
must be true; and not only so, but if some of our foundations 
should prove sandy, what becomes of all our past sayings and 
doings? Why all gone, to be sure! like the baseless fabric of 
a vision, leaving not a wreck behind! No, no, this must vever 
be. 

You may attack sin in the general, but beware of doing so 
in detail. You may denounce conformity to the world, “but 
take care how you define it, lest you become personal. As 
for us moderate, or as you would s say, no-reformers-at-all, we 
do’nt ask you to point out our defects; let them alone! Away 
with that silly notion, that reformers generally begin at the 
wrong end; and that they should reform themselves first, and 
then set about curing their neighbors; why, foolish and blind 
man! at that rate the world would never hear the cry of re- 
form, much less be itself reformed! Whoever you touch, do’nt 
disturb us: we feel much more comfortable when we think we 
are right, however wrong we may be. Do’nt, therefore, prac- 
tice upon us, or we shall be apt to make you suffer lass; for, 
though you were to write with the pen of an Angel, unless you 
content yourself just tore-echo our sentiments, and to @o our 
bidding, your descent into the abyss of literary perdition Gill 
be inevitable. Be careful how you touch sectarianism; for, by 
so doing you will render us obnoxious and unpopular; and you 
know, we may as well put our heads undera bushel as be un- 
popular; besides, the sects wo’nt fraternize, nor deal with us, 
so that we shall lose our custom. Deware then, what you do 
iD this rs spect, for conscience is never so tender and a hue and 
cry is never so soon raised, as when the pocket of the million 
is touched. 

I can’t think what you mean by not acknowledging the Bap- 
tists indiscriminately as brethren. Surely they are ~ brethren; 
its true they are in Babylon, but then so am I, for it is in that 
state I live; yea, and was born too. They are God’s people, 
though they are in Babylon. But you say, ‘they are not even 
known to God, as his people, until they come out and do his 
will; and that if they die in Babylon, they will never attain” to 
the resurrection of the just! Now, did any body ever hear the 
like! What are we moderate reformers but Baptists? Have 
we not been immersed into the sameism; do they not know as 
much about the scriptures as many of us; are they not as honest 
as we; do they not pay their debts as promptly, do we not look 
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for the same heaven. and fear the same hell; are we not as fond 
of preaching; do they not sing the same sentiments, and pray 
the same prayers with as much meaning and understanding as 
we, and we as they; ate they not as good citizens; in short, do 


numbers among us meet oftener than we can get a preacher to - 


entertain us; do we not agree in nearly all practices, but in 
hiring clergy, and in maintaining “the benevolent institutions 
of the day,” which we find too inconvenient, because of the 
expense? I say, then, you ought to be lenient, and more cha- 
ritable towards them and their “beloved pastors;” and not sa- 
tirize their peccadilloes too severely; lest you cut too deeply, 
and scratch us. To be candid with you, many say that they 
pervert the truth egregiousiy; but as 1 have a great regard for 
you, and would advise you for your worldly interest’s sake, al- 
low me to observe, that the truth is not always tobe told. The 
people love error better than truth; and hence, if you would 
please them, increase the circulation of your paper, and render 
us popular and respectable in the eyes of the world, you must 
ponder to their taste, yield to their peculiarities, and indulge 
their foibles! Adieu; peace and applause be with you as far 
and as long as you please the people—the fount of all honor, 
power, glory, and subsistence !! 





“THE ESCUTCHEONS OF THE REFORMATION.” 


As the reader is already informed, I am at present much engaged in settl-, 
ing my family ina new abode. The setting up of a printing establishtpent 
in addition to this consumes much additional time. Iam, therefore, prevent- 
ed, for the time being, giving that attention to things published concerning me 
and gy views, which the respect due (¢o the writer, if not to his sayings, de- 

nds. My regard for brother Campbell as a man and a brother, is undi- 
Biisivea, notwithstanding his proceedings against me. He has done, and is 
doing himself more harm than me. The only impression his pieces have 
made upon my mind, is to make me indifferent to his hard speeches hereaf- 
ter. I was at first a little sensitive; but sensitiveness has yielded to indifler- 
ence. He has denounced me as “unfit for Christian Society.” He can do 
no worse. The hardest speech hereafter is oil and balsom compared to this, 
if I have burt his feelings, in self-defence, I am sorry for it, and sincerely re- 
gret it. The injuty has been done unintentionally. My feelings are hurt 
only by the truth contained in the sayings against me. He has not hurt my 
feelings, though some may think his remarks severe. They may be in the 
estimation of our friends; but I can assure them, I am still whole, skin, wind, 
and limb. If they think me tortured, let them bear me witness that I bear 
it patiently. 

These remarks are elicited, by way of notice, by the last Harbinger. 
Brother C. is still monstrous busy ‘wiping the Escutheons of the Reformation,’ 
Somehow or other they seem to have become wonderfully unclean; for the 
wiping process seems to take a mighty long time. When he has done, they 
will no doubt be singularly pure from all material contamination. We shall 
not hereafter interrupt his labors until he has finished; when we shall inspect 
his work, and see of what excellency it is. 

Will some King at Arms be pleastd to describe to us these heraldic devi- 
ces. What are these Escutcheons of the Reformation? We should like to 
know. 
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